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AGENDA 
Historic Landmarks Commission Meeting 
Thursday, August 8, 2019 
9:00 a.m. 


Call to Order: Chairman 


Roll Call 


. Approval of the Minutes 


New Business 


1. Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2019-00029, submitted by Gina 
Gillis, applicant and property owner, for installation of fencing at property located at 
114 S. Broad Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G16(6), 
Block A, Parcels 9A*10, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned RM, Residential Medium 
zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


2. Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2019-00031, submitted by Donald 
Bennett, Property Maintenance Official, City of Suffolk, for demolition of a rear 
addition at 321 E. Washington Street, Zoning Map 34G24(A)*32. The affected area is 
further identified as being located in the Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned FRRD, 
Fairgrounds Revitalization and Redevelopment District, and HC, Historic 
Conservation Overlay District. 


Old Business 

Staff Reports 

1. Enforcement Updates 
a. Property Maintenance 
b. Zoning 


2. Administrative Approvals 


Adjournment 


MINUTES 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 
July 11, 2019 
9:00 A.M. 


The regular meeting of the Historic Landmarks Commission was held on Thursday, July 11, 2019 at 
9:00 a.m., in the Council Chambers of Suffolk City Hall, 442 W. Washington Street, Suffolk, Virginia, 
with the following persons present: 


MEMBERS PRESENT: STAFF: 

George Bailey Claire Jones, Secretary 

William Bissell Karla Carter, Assistant City Attorney 
Susan Coley Kevin Wyne, Principal Planner 
Mary Austin Darden Grace Braziel, Planner I 

Merritt Draper Connie Blair, Planning Technician 
Oliver Hobbs 

Edward King 

Larry Riddick 


Vivian Turner 


The meeting was called to order by Chairman Hobbs. The roll was called by Ms. Jones and the 
Chairman was informed that a quorum was present. 


APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES: The minutes of the previous meeting were approved as presented. 
NEW BUSINESS: 


Election of Officers: Chairman Hobbs announced the annual election of officers and requested 
nominations for the office of Chairman. A nomination, followed by a motion was made by 
Commissioner Riddick to re-elect Kermit Hobbs as Chairman and Mary Austin Darden as Vice- 
Chairman. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Bailey and passed by a unanimous voice vote. 


The Commission unanimously agreed to re-appoint Ms. Jones as Secretary. 


Suffolk Historic Overlay District Guidelines Update: Chairman Hobbs introduced Paige Pollard from 
Commonwealth Preservation Group, who provided the HLC with a report on the update of the Suffolk 
Historic District Guidelines. Ms. Pollard was accompanied by Jess Archer and Katie Paulson, who are 
also working on the project for the City. 


Ms. Pollard began by reviewing the stakeholder and public input process to date. The input received 
from staff, elected and appointed officials, and community stakeholders has provided guidance that is 


being used to inform the development of the updated standards. She noted that the new standards will 
address many of the concerns expressed and will also be designed for use as an educational tool for 
property owners so they will better understand the process and the expectations of the District. The 
process itself will be addressed by the update, to include improvements to the quality and clarity of 
applications to make the process of applying for a Certificate of Appropriateness easier for both 
applicants and the staff reviewing applications. She added that more items will be moved to staff review, 
but the more complex or controversial cases would go to HLC for review. 


Ms. Pollard then reviewed the Table of Contents and the general contents of each chapter, including new 
guidance on murals and public art that are not addressed in the current Guidelines. The revised standards 
are proposed to include the following chapters: 


e Chapter 1, Introduction to the Standards 

e Chapter 2, Application & Review Process 

e Chapter 3, Historic District Information 

e Chapter 4, Description of Historic Resources 
e Chapter 5, Historic Building Treatment 

e Chapter 6, Non-Contributing Resources 

e Chapter 7, New Construction Guidance 

e Chapter 8, Site, Setting, Signage, & Public Art 
e Chapter 9, Alternative Materials 

e Chapter 10, Relocation & Demolition 

e Appendices/References/Resources 


Ms. Pollard introduced Jess Archer, who developed the graphics, to explain the layout and contents in 
more detail. Ms. Archer stated that they are providing an extensive book for the HLC, City Council, and 
the citizens of Suffolk. They wanted to make it easy to use and provide enough information graphically. 
She noted that Chapter 1 begins by explaining how the handbook is used and provides examples of 
preservation best practices within the Historic District. There are also helpful tips and key terms. The 
goal is be concise, understandable, and easy to follow. 


Ms. Pollard spoke about property maintenance and alternative materials, which were both topics of 
concern noted during the stakeholder and public input process. She stated that the property owner needs 
to demonstrate that the historic features are deteriorated beyond repair. She believes the HLC needs to 
set standards on how that is done; therefore, the standards include very specific standards on what 
constitutes adequate documentation of condition for different materials and parts of structures. This will 
give the property owner a clear list to follow and set reasonable expectations. 


Ms. Pollard went over the remaining schedule for the update, which will include another public outreach 
meeting in the fall before the public hearing process begins. The Commission discussed the reaction to 


the effort thus far and any positive feedback given. They also discussed the user friendly nature of the 
new standards and inquired about what support could be given to citizens if there is information that is 
difficult to understand or might be misinterpreted. Ms. Pollard noted that important terms have been 
highlighted and put in the glossary. She also explained that Ms. Archer, who was not known to City 
staff, acted as a secret shopper to find out about the application process. While staff was very helpful, 
the experience indicated that a sample application would be useful to include in the new standards to 
help applicants understand what is required. Additional suggestions are welcome. A training session is 
also anticipated after the standards are adopted to assist the HLC in implementing the new rules. The 
Commission concluded by noting that use of property maintenance fines in the District or other means 
for giving incentives to property owners could help make monies available to those in need. 


OLD BUSINESS: 
There was no old business to discuss. 
STAFF REPORTS: 


Enforcement Update: Donald Bennett, Property Maintenance Official, reported on the following 
properties: 
e 321 E. Washington Street — Rear of structure collapsed; working with property owner to try to 
abate or proceed with demolition 
e 342 N. Main Street — Court case was 6-6-19; property owner was fined $200.00 for code 
violations 


Zoning Update: Matthew Levy, Zoning Inspector II, reported on the following properties: 
e 178 E. Washington Street — Court in August for covered patio in rear without COA 


Administrative Approvals: Ms. Jones provided a brief report on the four administrative COAs 
approved since the last HLC meeting in February and noted that copies of each were provided in the 


meeting packet. 


Chairman Hobbs introduced the newest member, William Bissell, who is an architect with experience 
working on historic buildings. Mr. Bissell then introduced himself and was welcomed by the HLC. 


There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 
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CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Grace Braziel, Planner I 
Date: August 08, 2019 
Subject: REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HLC2019- 


00029, submitted by Gina Gillis, applicant and property owner, for installation of 
fencing at property located at 114 S. Broad Street. The property is further 
identified as Zoning Map 34G16(6), Block A, Parcels 9A*10, Suffolk Voting 
Borough, zoned RM, Residential Medium zoning district, and HC, Historic 
Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is located at 114 S. Broad Street, centered between Bosley Avenue and 
Linden Avenue. This property is part of the West End Expansion of the Suffolk Historic 
Conservation Overlay District, a residential neighborhood located within the City of Suffolk. The 
majority of the buildings in this neighborhood date from the last decade of the nineteenth century 
through the first four decades of the twentieth century. The architectural styles in the area include 
Vernacular, Italianate, Queen Anne, Colonial Revival, Classical Revival, Tudor Revival, 
Bungalow/Craftsman, and American foursquare. The subject property is located on the east side 
of the street, which contains many of these styles and is largely intact historically. 


According to the National Register of Historic Places, the subject property was constructed circa 
1900 and represents one of the Colonial Revival residential homes described above. The building 
features a wood weatherboard structural system with a hipped asphalt shingle roof and a 
wraparound porch with ionic columns. 


Case History 


The subject property received a Certificate of Appropriateness in 2019 for exterior improvements 
relating to the repainting of the siding and trim, the replacement of the asphalt roof with a slate 
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stamped metal shingle roof, and the installation of a 3 foot tall wrought iron fence that borders 
the front yard. 


Public Notice 


This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth 
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of 
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also 
provided to the applicant on August 02, 2019. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 


1. Install a wood paneled fence, 6’ tall in height, to extend from the existing fence across the 
length of the eastern property line and across the rear yard on the southern property line, 
connecting to the southern rear corner of the home. 

2. Install a 5’ tall wrought iron gate across the driveway connecting to the front yard fence, 
to consist of the color Mopboard Black (CW123), or equivalent from the approved 
Williamsburg Color Collection. 


Condition Statement 
A condition statement was not submitted for this request. 
Surrounding Characteristics 
A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below. 
112 South Broad Street — A contributing 2.5 story residential building constructed circa 


1920. This Colonial Revival building features a frame wood stucco structural system with 
a hipped asphalt shingle roof. 


113 South Broad Street — A non-contributing 2 story residential building that is located 
outside of the West End Historic District. The brick home was constructed between the 
years 1945-1955. 


115 South Broad Street — A non-contributing 2 story residential building that is located 
outside of the West End Historic District. The brick home was constructed between the 
years 1940-1955. 


116 South Broad Street — A contributing 2.5 story residential building constructed circa 
1900’s. This Queen Anne building features a solid brick foundation, frame wood siding, 
and vinyl with an asphalt shingle gable roof. 


117 South Broad Street — A contributing 2.5 Residential building constructed between the 
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years 1904-1907. This Colonial Revival structure features a solid brick foundation and 
frame wood weatherboard structural system with a side slate tile gable roof. 


Site Modifications 


As noted above, the back section of fence is proposed to be a standard privacy fence consisting 
of 6 foot tall vertical wood panels. In addition, a side yard gate is proposed to extend from the 
front yard fence across the driveway and to be a 5 foot wrought iron gate that will match the 
previously approved front yard fence. 


Applicable Regulations 


A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 


e Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC 
(viii) Landscaping which involves major changes in grade or walls and fences 
more than three-and-one-half feet in height. 


B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 


1. Chapter 5, Section E.2 Decorative Fences: Decorative fences usually used where fences 
will be visible from public streets in front and side yards to accent the yard and provide 
some degree of enclosure. Decorative fences can be made of wrought iron and wood 
pickets, with or without brick piers. No fence located in any required yard adjacent to a 
street which creates a solid screen may exceed 30-inches in height. If such fence is 
uniformly 50% or more opened, it may be erected to a maximum height of 48-inches. 
Side yard and rear yard fencing not visible from a public way can be a maximum of six 
(6) feet as allowed by the Unified Development Ordinance. Plastic and vinyl fencing is 
not allowed unless specifically approved by the Historic Landmark Commission. Chain 
link fencing and other wire fencing are prohibited. 


2. Chapter 5, Section E.4 Tall Screen Fencing: Tall screen fencing is usually for side and 
rear yards where it is not visible from a public way to enclose the yard for security, 
privacy, and/or for restricting pets. These fences can be made of wood, brick, wrought 
iron, or stucco (when stucco is used for the primary dwelling). Tall fences should be 
constructed of wood slats of at least 4” thickness to avoid warping and provide adequate 
durability. Where wood fencing is used, it shall be painted or stained an opaque color. 
Chain link fencing and other wire fencing is prohibited. 


Staff Analysis 


The property has an existing 6 foot tall wooden fence located in the rear yard along the northern 
and eastern property line. The applicant proposes to construct a 6 foot privacy fence that will 
replace the portion of the existing fence along the eastern property line with a new 6 foot tall 
wooden fence and extend across the southern property line to enclose the rear yard. 
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Privacy fencing may be appropriate in the rear yard where visual impact is minimized. As stated 
above, tall screen fencing is usually for side and rear yards where it is not visible from a public 
way. The proposed location of the 6 foot fence would be partially visible from South Broad 
Street; however, the property has narrow side yards that visually limit what can be seen of the 
rear yard, minimizing the visual impact to the Historic District. As noted above, where wood 
fencing is used, it shall be painted or stained an opaque color. The applicant is proposing to stain 
the new rear yard fence utilizing an opaque color from the approved color palette. The fence will 
meet height requirements and would allow for a more functional back yard for the property 
owner. 


In addition, the applicant is also proposing a 5 foot tall wrought iron drive through gate that 
would connect to the previously approved 3 foot tall wrought iron front yard fence that has been 
previously approved. The 5 foot tall wrought iron gate is consistent with past approvals and is 
proposed to consist of the color black to match the front yard fence. Overall, the 6 foot wood 
fence in the rear yard and the 5 foot wrought iron gate meets the requirements for the District. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends approval of the following actions 
requested by Certificates of Appropriateness, HLC2019-00029, with the conditions noted below: 


3. Install a wood paneled fence, 6’ tall in height, to extend from the existing fence across the 
length of the eastern property line and across the rear yard on the southern property line, 
connecting to the southern rear corner of the home. 

4. The 6’ wooden rear yard fence shall be stained utilizing the color Scrivener Store Gold 
(CW308), or equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 

5. Install a 5’ tall wrought iron gate across the driveway connecting to the front yard fence, 
to consist of the color Mopboard Black (CW 123), or equivalent from the approved 
Williamsburg Color Collection. 

6. Any additional improvements shall require a separate Certificate of Appropriateness. 

7. All required building and zoning permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 
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HLC2019-00029, 114 S. Broad Street 


Street view of area where new fence is proposed: 


Street view of area where the existing fence is located, which is not 
visible from the street: 


HLC2019-00029, 114 S. Broad Street 


Images of the front yard fence that was previously approved 
administratively for the property. The requested driveway 
gate is proposed to match the wrought iron fence below: 
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CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON STREET, P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Claire Jones, AICP, Secretary 
Date: August 8, 2019 
Subject: REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HLC2019- 


00031, submitted by Donald Bennett, Property Maintenance Official, City of 
Suffolk, for demolition of a rear addition at 321 E. Washington Street, Zoning 
Map 34G24(A)*32. The affected area is further identified as being located in the 
Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned FRRD, Fairgrounds Revitalization and 
Redevelopment District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is located within the 2002 East Washington Street Expansion of the Suffolk 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. According to the National Register of Historic Places 
Inventory, commercial buildings constitute the dominant building type in this boundary 
expansion with a total of 97 buildings. The most common architectural style is the Italianate. 
Typically, as the style dictated, these commercial buildings are two or three stories in height, 
with a central entrance, elongated 2/2 double-hung windows, visually heavy lintels and cornices, 
and a flat or shed roof. The buildings are generally uniform in appearance, typically with 
pilasters delineating the edges of the first story. The cornice line is very important as a place for 
decoration on this style of commercial architecture, with visually heavy cast-iron cornices on 
definable entablatures. They were further ornamented with scroll brackets and motif decorations 
such as rosettes and egg-and-dart patterns. 


The property features a contributing Italianate structure built between 1895 and 1910. It is a three 
story building in 7-course American bond featuring brick segmental arches, a corbeled brick 
cornice, and a standing seam metal shed roof. The building appears to be in poor condition with 
sheet metal covering the west side, boarded up windows, and a heavily altered storefront. 


At the rear of the structure is a one story brick and cinder block addition of unknown date that 
has partially collapsed after being struck by a falling tree. The side walls are 7-course American 
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bond like those of the principal structure, but the rear wall is cinder block. The addition also 
featured a metal roof, which is now almost completely detached and resting against the back of 
the structure. Based on its design and materials, the addition appears to be of sufficient age to be 
considered a contributing addition to the structure. As such, demolition of the structure will 
require the approval of the Historic Landmarks Commission. 


Surrounding Characteristics 


The subject property is located in an area of contributing commercial buildings, some of which 
have been restored recently. A list of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below. 


eae Contributing 
Address purl Year Built Style # : /Non- 
Type Stories ae 

contributing 

325 E. Washington St. Commercial | ca. 1900-1915 | Italianate 2 Contributing 
326 E. Washington St. Commercial | ca.1895 -1910 | Vernacular 4 Contributing 
328 E. Washington St. Commercial | ca.1895 -1910 | Vernacular 3 Contributing 
331-333 E. Washington St. | Commercial | ca.1900-1914 | Vernacular ae Contributing 
335-337 E. Washington St. | Commercial ca.1922 Vernacular 2 Contributing 
[338-340 E. Washington St. | Commercial | ca.1900-1914 | Vernacular 1 Contributing 
339 E. Washington St. Bank ca. 1921 Commercial 2 Contributing 

Case History 


No prior Certificate of Appropriateness applications are on file for this property. The application 
materials provided note that numerous property maintenance code violations exist on this 
property in addition to the one being addressed by this request. 


Public Notice 


This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth 
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of 
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice containing a copy of the staff report was also 
provided to the applicant on August 2, 2019. 


Proposed Action 


The City of Suffolk’s Property Maintenance Official, acting on a complaint, has secured the 
collapsed rear addition of the subject structure and determined it to be a potential hazard to the 
public. The property owner has been notified of this violation in regard to the structure. To 
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address the public safety hazard caused by this violation, the City is seeking approval to 
demolish only the rear addition. The principal structure is proposed to be secured with the 
addition of wood studs and sheathing to prevent entry to the building. No additional repairs or 
changes are proposed as a part of this application. 


Condition Statement 


The application includes a report by a structural engineer, which evaluates the condition of the 
addition (referenced as a shed) and its relationship to the main structure. Specifically, the 
statement finds that the addition is partially collapsed due to a falling tree and that it is detached 
from the primary structure. The roof of the addition is no longer attached to the structure and the 
walls were found to be heavily damaged at the back and sides. The statement further notes that 
removal of the addition would not compromise the structural supports of the main building, 
although there is a large opening where the two structures were connected. This is proposed to be 
filled as noted above. Photographic evidence has also been provided that depicts the structural 
damage to the addition. 


Applicable Regulations and Analysis 


A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 


1. Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC 
(i) Razing, demolishing or moving of a designated landmark or contributing 
building or accessory. 


B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 


1. Chapter 1, Section E, Categories of Significance within the Historic Conservation 
Overlay District, Contributing Structures: Historic or non-historic structures 
contribute to the overall historic character of the historic district through the 
compatibility of their design, character, scale, material, and detailing. They are 
not, however, significant enough to be designated as landmarks. 


2. Chapter 8, Section A., Background: Historic buildings are irreplaceable 
community assets and once they are gone, they are gone forever. With each 
succeeding demolition or removal, the integrity and character of the district is 
further eroded. Often the new structure is seldom an attribute to the historic 
character of the district. Furthermore, if an historic building is moved to a site that 
is very different from its original site, it could face increased threats to its 
integrity. Consequently, since the action of demolition or removal of an historic 
structure cannot be reversed, the decision must be carefully considered and all 
alternatives explored. 


3. Chapter 8, Section C., Guidelines for the Consideration of Demolishing or 
Moving Buildings: 


e Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to 
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the character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 

e Is the structure of historical significance? 

e Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce 
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with 
great difficulty and expense? 

e Is the building or structure structurally unsound? If yes, to what extent? 

e Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, a preferable 
alternative to demolition? 

e Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other 
historic buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 

e Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the 
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 


Staff Analysis 


The structure in question is a single story brick and cinder block addition with a metal shed roof. 
It is approximately 190 square feet in size and is adjacent to the rear facade of the principal 
structure, although it no longer appears to be attached. The addition is noted on the National 
Register survey form; however, no evaluation of its age or design is included. Based on the 
design and materials used, it appears that the structure is of an age that would make it a 
contributing element to the principal structure. 


As mentioned in Chapter 8, Section A. of the Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines, 
“Historic buildings are irreplaceable community assets and once they are gone, they are gone 
forever. With each succeeding demolition or removal, the integrity and character of the district is 
further eroded.” As such, decisions to allow for the demolition of contributing assets in the 
District should be carefully considered. Contributing structures come in many shapes and sizes, 
and while their contributing status is determined by their date of construction, the historic 
significance of structures varies widely from resource to resource. It is also important to look at 
the character of the neighborhood or block in question. 


Additions such as this one are relatively uncommon in this part of the East Washington Street 
District, although a handful of examples do exist. They are not typical of the District’s period of 
significance and are generally small, plain structures located at the rear of a larger commercial 
structure where they do occur. In some cases, these additions obscure original architectural 
elements or details and can detract from the character of the structures to which they are 
attached. 


Chapter 8, Section C, provides a series of criteria for consideration when evaluating requests for 
demolition or relocation of contributing structures. While it is always the preference that 
contributing structures remain, in some cases conditions are present that will not allow for them 
to be rehabilitated or preserved. Below, please find the criteria that apply to this specific case: 


e Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to 
the character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 
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The addition is utilitarian in design and does not contain any architecturally 
significant materials, details, or features. It does not mirror the Italianate 
design of the principal structure and does it add to its character. The original 
architectural details of the rear elevation of the principal structure are not 
documented. 


Is the structure of historical significance? 


No evidence has been found that suggests this structure is historically 
significant or served any historically significant purpose. 


Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce 
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with 
great difficulty and expense? 


As noted above, the addition is a modest structure from an architectural 
standpoint. It could be easily reproduced utilizing like materials, which 
consist of brick, cinder block, and a metal roof. All of these materials are 
readily available today. 


Is the building or structure structurally unsound? If yes, to what extent? 


Visual inspection of the building shows that the roof and portions of the side 
and rear walls have collapsed. The engineer’s statement notes that it has also 
pulled away from the main structure. In its current state, the addition may 
pose a public hazard. 


Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, a preferable 
alternative to demolition? 


As this is a dependent addition to a principal structure, relocation is not 
feasible. 


Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other 
historic buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 


Additions like this one were not commonplace during the period of 
significance in this part of the Historic Conservation Overlay District and are 
generally well screened by their locations at the rear of structures where they 
do exist. The removal of this structure would have little to no impact on other 
historic buildings located within the District. 


Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the 
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 


While it is visible from several adjacent streets, the addition is not visible to 
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the historic structures on East Washington Street. Since it not a prominent 
part of the principal structure, its removal will not have a visually significant 
impact to the character of the District. 


In addition to the specific questions noted above, more general questions relate to the feasibility 
of relocating the building elsewhere in the District and the potential impact of the building’s 
demolition on other historic structures and the District as a whole. Due to the nature of this 
structure as a rear building addition that is screened from public view, and the fact that the 
structure itself is not architecturally or historically significant, staff finds that its demolition 
would have little to no impact on the character of the District. 


In regard to the treatment of the rear elevation after removal of the addition, the applicant 
proposes to add wood studs and sheathing to secure the existing opening. Staff recommends that 
the wood be painted to match the existing brick to lessen the visibility of the added materials, 
using the color Palace Arms Red (CW109) or equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color 
Collection. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the analysis outlined above, staff finds the proposed demolition of a rear addition at 
321 East Washington Street to be consistent with the regulations governing demolition within the 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. As noted in staff’s analysis, while it is always the 
preference that contributing structures remain, it is understood that in some cases conditions are 
present that will not allow for contributing structures to be rehabilitated or preserved. In this 
case, the structure is heavily damaged and would likely require replacement rather than repair. 
Because the structure is a rear addition with limited visibility to the District, and due to the fact 
that the structure itself is not architecturally or historical significant, its demolition would have 
little to no impact on the character of the District. Additionally, the physical state of the structure 
may present a hazard to the public. 


Based on the above findings-of-fact and the conditions outlined below, staff recommends 
approval of the following actions in regard to HLC2019-00031: 


1. Demolition of the contributing one story addition located at 321 East Washington Street 
in accordance with the standards contained in Chapter 8 of the Suffolk Historic District 
Design Guidelines. 


2. Secure the opening in the rear elevation with wood studs and sheathing. The wood shall 
be painted to match the existing brick utilizing the color Palace Arms Red (CW109) or 
equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 


3. No additional exterior improvements shall be permitted without the issuance of a separate 
Certificate of Appropriateness. 


4. All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk prior to commencement of 
work. 
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PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CODE ENFORCEMENT UPDATE 


AUGUST 2019 


ADDRESS 


CODE VIOLATION(S) 


STATUS 


118 WELLONS ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

- PEELING AND FLAKING PAINT 
- DETERIORATED ROOF 

- DETERIORATED OVERHANG 

- DETERIORATED PORCH 

- DETERIORTAED GUARDRAILS 
- DETERIORATED TRIM BOARDS 


COURT CASE SCHEDULE TO BE 
HEARD ON 10-3-19. 


122 W. WASHINGTON ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED CANOPY 


COURT CASE DISMISSED ON 
7-11-19. 


113 S. SARATOGA ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED EXTERIOR WALL 
PAINT 

-DETERIORATED EXTERIOR WALL 
STUCCO 


COURT CASE DISMISSED ON 7- 
11-19. 


179 E. WASHINGTON ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
WALLS. 

-DETERIORATED WINDOWS AND 
DOOR. 


COURT CASE SCHEDULE TO BE 
HEARD ON 8-1-19. 


131 CLAY ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

- DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
WALLS 

- DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
DOORS 

-DETERIORATED FRONT PORCH 
-DETERIORATED ROOF 


THE NEW PROPERTY OWNER IS 
IN THE PROCESS OF SUBMITTING 
AN APLLICATION FOR A COA. 


321 E. WASHINGTON ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED EXTERIOR WALL 
-DETERIORATED REAR SHED 
WALL 


APPLICATION FOR A COA TO 
REMOVE COLLAPSED SHED TO 
BE HEARD ON 8-8-19. 


342 N. MAIN ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED OVERHANG 
-DETERIORATED ROOF 


COURT CASE SCHEDULE TO BE 
HEARD ON 10-3-19. 


Zoning 


Case Activity Report 

August 2019 

PROPERTY OWNER(S) LOCATION VIOLATION(S) JUDGEMENT | INSPECTOR 
: ee Court 

Jeffrey Townsend 178 E. Washington St | Covered patio without COA pending Matt 

Andres Evelio 131 Clay St Doing work without an approved NOV sent Matt 


COA 
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HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HLC2019-00025 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the exterior improvements at the following location has met the requirements 
of Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 114 Franklin Street 

Property Owner: Zachary Anderson 

Property Owner’s Address: 405 E Oak Avenue, Tampa FL 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G18(A)*214 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. All siding is to be painted utilizing the color Brafferton Blue (CW617), or equivalent from 
the approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 

2. Repaint the green metal roof with the color Mopboard Black (CW123) or equivalent from the 
approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 

3. Repair all 26 windows and replace broken panes of glass with Restover glass as requested. 


Northern Elevation: 
4. Repair and replace sections of rotten wood fascia and trim with like material. 


Southern Elevation: 

Repair and replace sections of rotten wood fascia and trim with like material 

6. Replace plumbing stack and cast iron drain line with like material. 

7. Repair and only replace sections of the 8 grouped window sills where wood is damaged 
beyond repair with like material. 


w 


Eastern Elevation: 

8. Repair and replace wood siding and trim at the rear of the building as requested. 

9. Repair and replace sections of rotten wood fascia and trim with like material. 

10. Replace the 5 panel wood door at the rear of the structure, which is not original to the structure, 
with another 5 panel wood door. 

11. Replace the old HVAC system with a new HVAC system at the rear of the structure. 


Western Elevation: 
12. Replace missing siding above the front porch. 
13. Repair and replace sections of rotten wood fascia and trim located at the front porch and the 
northern side of the structure with like material. 
14. Repair the corner of the front porch with like material, and repoint the brick below the porch as 
shown in the photos submitted. 


15. Install one (1) wall light on the front porch and one (1) wall light on the back porch at the rear 
of the structure, Both light fixtures are to consist of the color Mopboard Black (CW123) or 
equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color Collection as shown on the attached 
document. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS FROM THE DATE LISTED ABOVE. THE 
APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST COMMENCE WITHIN THE PRESCRIBED PERIOD UNLESS A 
REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION IS APPROVED. REQUESTS FOR EXTENSIONS MUST BE 
MADE IN WRITING TO THE ADMINISTRATOR PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF WORK. 


Signed: TOonna Coleman Signed: “14 


(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Sée¢retary) 


Date: T- 24-19 Date: Epo 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HLC2019-00027 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the exterior improvements at the following location has met the requirements 
of Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 101 Bosley Avenue 

Property Owner: Angela Turntine 

Property Owner’s Address: 101 Bosley Avenue 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G16(6)C*1 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Installation of one free-standing wood sign, 12 square feet in size, to be installed on two 4x4 
wooden posts to be painted white. 

2. The free-standing sign shall not exceed 6 feet in height and shall have a minimum set back of 
10 feet from the right of way. 

3. Landscaping shall be installed in accordance with section 31-714(f) of the Unified 
Development Ordinance. 

4. The free-standing sign shall consist of the colors Palace Arms Red (CW109), Palace Chambers 
Yellow (CW313), and Classical White (SW6258), or equivalent from the approved 
Williamsburg Color Collection. 

5. Installation of one wall-mounted sign, 27 square feet in size, consisting of mounted vinyl 
lettering 15 inches and 18 inches in height, on the north facade of the building. 

6. The wall-mounted sign will consist of the Classical White (SW6258), or equivalent from the 
approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 

7. No sign shall be illuminated. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS FROM THE DATE LISTED ABOVE. THE 
APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST COMMENCE WITHIN THE PRESCRIBED PERIOD UNLESS A 
REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION IS APPROVED. REQUESTS FOR EXTENSIONS MUST BE 
MADE IN WRITING TO THE ADMINISTRATOR PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF WORK. 


. A 
Signed: __ [Anna Colomary signed: CZAQuA—— 
(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 


Date: “1=321Q Date: r/s/1 A 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HLC2019-00028 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the exterior improvements at the following location has met the requirements of Section 
31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 321 N. Main Street 

Property Owner: Marcus D. Gersbach 

Property Owner’s Address: 604 W. Riverview Drive 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G11(A)*166 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Busines District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1, Replace and repair rotten sections of wood siding on the north fagade of the building with like 
material, to be painted white to match the existing color. 


2. Installation of hinged wooden louvered shutters with metal shutter dogs on all the windows, to consist 
of the color Wythe House Gray (CW721), or equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color 
Collection. The design of the shutters shall be based on the historic photos provided by the applicant. 


3. Replace the brass door knockers, kick plate, and rim lock on the front door with like materials, Paint 
the previously painted front door with the color Wythe House Gray (CW721) or Brush-Everard Blue 
(CW623), or equivalent with the approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 


4, Install copper gutters and down spouts on the building, and install copper chimney caps on the two 
chimneys. 


5. Replace the front porch railing with a new lower drip railing, as shown on the approved image, to be 
painted white to match the existing railing color. Repair rotten sections of wood undemeath the front 
porch with like material and to be painted white to match the existing porch color. 


6. Install wood bases on the front porch columns, to be painted white to match the columns. 


7. Replace the existing front porch light with a new suspended copper light, as submitted, in a new 
location in the middle of the porch ceiling. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS FROM THE DATE LISTED ABOVE. THE 
APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST COMMENCE WITHIN THE PRESCRIBED PERIOD UNLESS A 
REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION IS APPROVED. REQUESTS FOR EXTENSIONS MUST BE MADE IN 
WRITING TO THE ADMINISTRATOR PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF WORK. 


signed: _ (Onna Colemoru signed: Cex) 


(Zoning Administrator) Tuc skary) 


Date: 71-2514 Date: LLAS519 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HLC2019-00030 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the roof replacement at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 219 Pearl Street 

Property Owner: Joyce A. Stagg 

Property Owner’s Address: 219 Pearl Street 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G18(A)*171 

Property Zoning: RM, Residential Medium zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Replace the existing asphalt shingle roof with an architectural shingle roof, to consist of the 
color Everard Chamber Blue (CW609) or equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color 
Collection. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS FROM THE DATE LISTED ABOVE. THE 
APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST COMMENCE WITHIN THE PRESCRIBED PERIOD UNLESS A 
REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION IS APPROVED. REQUESTS FOR EXTENSIONS MUST BE 
MADE IN WRITING TO THE ADMINISTRATOR PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF WORK. 


Signed: Or wo Colamaww Signed: Lon ) Re 


(Zoning Administrator) (HL@ Secretary) 


Date: T-tWo-14 Date: if he {14 


